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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment filed on 4/27/2005. The 
amendment has been entered. 

The allowability of claims 1 , 8, 7 and 14 has been withdrawn in view of newly 
found references, see rejection as follow: 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 4, 8, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brookler et al, US 2002/0007303 in view of Hamlin et al, US 
(6,754,635). 

Regarding claims 1 , 3, 8, 10, with reference to figure 1 , Brookler discloses a 
method/a computer-readable medium carrying instruction for sharing surveys with a 
plurality of a survey respondents 16 (claimed on-line community) comprising: 

A survey respondent 16 responds to a survey questions which is collected by a 
survey result (and analyses) database 22 (claimed gateway), the mobile device using a 
WAP (Wireless access Protocol) (claimed first protocol), the wireless having an 
interface (claimed user interface controls), see paragraph [0031], (claimed establishing 
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a first connection between a mobile device and a gateway using a first protocol; wherein 
the mobile device support a first protocol but not a second protocol); Examiner 
interpreted the use of the wireless devise having the wireless interface for transmitting 
the survey to the survey result database 22 as being the claimed establishing a first 
connection, because a connection need to be established for the receiving of the survey 
questions; and survey response using the wireless device as being the claimed 
receiving user input that indicates the opinion through user interface controls on the 
mobile device; and Brooker's ability of collecting the survey response of the wireless 
unit user by the survey result database 22, as being the claimed transmitting from the 
mobile device to the gateway, opinion data indicating the opinion, in a message that is 
not addressed to any specific member of the community, using the first protocol). 

Transmitting the user surveys to the publishing engine 14 (claimed server) that 
publishes survey results after being analyzed, using a markup language see figure 6, 
step 96, paragraph [0065] and paragraph [0073]; (claimed storing opinion data as part 
of survey results at said server, the survey results reflects opinion data from a plurality 
of members of the online community). 

Brookler, further discloses, with reference to figure 6, transmitting reports 
(claimed survey results) using different protocol such as HTML, from the publishing 
engine 14 to surveyors in response to received survey request (step 1 figure 1) received 
by the publishing engine in marked up protocol format (figure 6, unit 96). 

Examiner interpreted the market-up language used between the database 22 
and the publishing engine 14, as being the claimed usage of second protocol. 
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Brookler doesn't specify receiving, through user controls on a second mobile 
device, user input that request the survey results, the second mobile device being a 
member of the community and not the creator of the survey; transmitting, a request for 
the survey results, using the WAP protocol from the second mobile to the gateway, 
transmitting a request for the survey using the HTTP protocol from the gateway to the 
server; in response to the request received at the server using the HTTP protocol, 
transmitting the survey results, using the HTTP protocol to the gateway, and sending 
the survey results, using the WAP protocol, from the gateway to the second mobile 
device. 

However, with reference to figure 1, Hamlin discloses a user having a client that 
communicate with a server using a wireless network link 120 for requesting survey data, 
wherein the user client is not the creator of the survey. See column 4, lines 60-67 and 
column 5, lines 1-7, and column 13, lines 13, lines 14-23. 

Therefore, it would have being obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made to provide the mobile users of Brookle to request 
surveys without being the creators of the survey as taught by Hamlin. The advantage 
would be the ability to generate profits by providing survey results to requesting users. 

(Note: the system of Brookle provides all the necessary hardware as indicated 
above (gateway server interfaces, etc..) for implementing the method/computer- 
readable media as defined in the combined method of Brookle in view of Hamlin). 

Regarding claims 4 and 1 1 , Brookler discloses using a wireless connection 
between the mobile device 16 and the survey result database 22 (claimed transmitting 
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opinion data from the mobile device to the gateway includes transmitting the opinion 
data over a wireless connection). In addition, with reference to figure 1 , Brookler shows 
that the database 22 (claimed gateway) and publishing engine 14 (claimed server) are 
interconnected through the Internet, see also paragraph [0003]. (Claimed transmitting 
opinion data from the gateway to the server includes transmitting opinion data over a 
network to which both the gateway and the server are connected). 

3. Claims 5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brookler in view of Hamlin as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Parker et 
al, US 2002/0052774. 

Regarding claims 5 and 12, Brookler in view of Hamlin discloses all the 
limitations of base claim 1 , except they don't disclose receiving from publishing engine 
previous survey data (claimed opinion) prior to imputing the user response, wherein the 
user input is entered as a response to previous survey responses (claimed previous 
opinion), and the server storing an association between previous survey response and 
the survey response (claimed prior to receiving user input that indicates the opinion, the 
mobile device receiving from the server, previous opinion data that indicates an opinion 
previously stored on the server, wherein the user input is entered as a response to the 
previous opinion data and the server storing an association between the previous 
opinion data and the opinion data). 

However, Parker discloses with reference to figure 2, a follow-up survey to a 
previous survey, in which a server (unit 12, figurel ) stores previous survey result and 
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follow-up survey result, wherein a client's respondent to the follow-up survey is based 
on the previous survey stored at the server. See abstract, paragraphs [0004], [0005] 
and [0022]. 

Therefore, it would have being obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made to provide the surveying method of Brookler in view of 
Hamlin with the follow-up surveying of Parker, so that correlation between surveys can 
be provided in the system of Brookler in view of Hamlin, A person of skill in the art 
would be motivated by having the surveys of Brookler in view of Hamlin be more 
specific (Parker paragraph [0005]). The advantage would be the ability of Brookler in 
view of Hamlin's system to provide different levels of surveys, (Parker paragraph 
[0025]). 

4. Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brookler in view of Hamlin as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Plantec et 
al, US (6,826,540). 

Brookler in view of Hamlin discloses all the limitations of base claim 1 , except 
they don't explicitly disclose storing responses (claimed opinion data) and transmitting 
the opinion data with previously stored survey responses entered by the user, (claimed 
the opinion data is stored within the mobile device; and the stored opinion data is 
transmitted from the mobile device to the gateway in a batch with other opinion data 
previously entered by the user of the mobile device). 
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However, Plantec discloses a survey input client that transmits responses of a 
survey as an answer file (claimed batch) after the survey being stored in the client 
computer, wherein the survey responses are previously entered by a survey participant. 
See column 9, lines 38-45 and column 35, lines 47-56. 

Therefore, it would have being obvious to an ordinary person of skill in the art, at 
the time the invention was made to have the survey participant of Brookler in view of 
Hamlin stores the survey responses in their mobile devices so that the final surveys can 
be complete. The advantage would be more reliable and accurate survey results 
(Plantec column 1, lines 34-44) emanating from proper time given to participant to come 
up with the most reasonable opinion, given various circumstances between events that 
may change participant opinion. 

5. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brookler in view of Hamlin as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Nardone 
et al, US (6,535,885). 

Regarding claims 7 and 14, Brookler in view of Hamlin discloses all the 
limitations of base claim 1, except they don't explicitly disclose storing opinion data 
within the mobile while the mobile doesn't have a connection to the gateway, and 
transmitting the stored opinion data after a connection is established between the 
mobile and the gateway. 

However, Nardone discloses collection of data being stored in a PDA prior to 
establishing a wireless connection, see column 1, lines 32-39, and column 3, lines 19- 
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25. It would have being obvious to an person of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made to make the opinions stored at the mobile device of Brookler in 
view of Hamlin prior to establishing a connection as taught by Nardone so to save the 
power of the mobile while the opinion is not finished yet. It would be also advantageous 
to store survey data by Brookler in view of Hamlin' users in places where the mobile is 
incapable of establishing a connection with the gateway, enabling the users to 
participate in surveys without being continuously connected to the network. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3-8, 10-14 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Lynch, US 2002/073166; Desai et al, US (6,618,746); Coleman, 
US 2004/0024656; and Dutta, US (6,748,449). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AHMED ELALLAM whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-3097. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kizou Hassan can be reached on (571) 272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

AHMED ELALLAM 
Examiner 

Art Unit 2662 ,a i 
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